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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timety filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wilt be considered timety. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 May 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-33,39-43 and 45-52 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above clainn(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Clalm(s) is/are allowed, 

6) 13 Clalmfs) 1-24,26-33.39-43 and 45-52 is/are rejected, 

7) S Claim(s) 25 Is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner, 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)^ None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17,2{a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) Q Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) Q Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/IVIail Date . 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114, Applicant's submission filed on 
5/9/2005 has been entered. 

Priority 

Applicant's claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(e) is acknowledged. 
However, the provisional application upon which priority is claimed fails to provide 
adequate support under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 for claims 1-33, 39-43 and 45-52 of this 
application. The provisional application does not provide an adequate teaching of the 
particulars of the removable face including the means of fastening components the 
provisional application only sets forth a broad concept of a removable face. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,485 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3736 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 9-24, 30-33, 39-43, and 46-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over More (2002/0107431) in view of Park et al 
(6,758,717). 

Claim 1 - the applicant's attention is invited to figure 1 and the general doll 
description is set forth in paragraphs 128-132. Lined cavities are set forth in paragraph 
132. A jaw-302- is movable. Prosthetic eyeballs are used in eye sockets, paragraph 
136. Further, different hairstyles and eyes can be used paragraphs 125, 134, and 135. 
However, the face is an integral piece that is attached to the skull, paragraph 139 not a 
removably attachable face mask connected with fastening components. Park et al. 
teach a doll having removable alternative faces. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the doll of More with 
removable faces as taught by Park et al. to gain the advantage of having a single doll 
with different facial appearances as taught by Park et al, column 3 lines 43-49. 

Claim 2 - the skull is made of epoxy, paragraph 1 35. 

Claim 4 - aluminum is taught in paragraph 135. 

Claim 5 - PVC is taught in paragraph 159. 
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Claim 6 - simulated skin covers simulated flesh paragraph 153. 
Claim 9-1 7 - the use of universal joints is set forth in paragraph 1 31 . A universal 
joint provides adjustable pivoting and rotating movement. 
Claims 18-22 - see paragraphs 125 and 126. 

Claims 23 and 24 - the jaw is connected by solely mechanical means element 

-303-. 

Claim 30 - the head is attached by a nut and bolt, paragraph 136. 

Claim 31 - is written as a product by process claim in the current situation the 
end product is the same as the product taught by More therefore the claim is anticipated 
by More. 

Claim 32 - the bolt is inherently threaded. 

Claim 33 - see the nut and bolt, paragraph 136. 

Claim 39 - Park et al teaches mating surfaces, -12-, -13-, -25- and -26-. 

Claim 42 - the examiner is taking element -31 1 - as a movable joint. 

Claim 43 - the claim is a product by process claim. The examiner is taking the 
face -20- of Park et al as the same end product as claimed by the applicant. 

Claim 46 - Park et al teach the face including a forehead. 

Claim 47 - Park et al teach a face including eyelashes, applicant's attention is 
invited to Figure 3. 

Claim 48 - elements -12- and -13- are ears. 

Claim 49 - Park et al teaches mating surfaces, -12-, -13-, -25- and -26-. 
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Claim 52 - tlie top and bottom edges of the face include margins that facilitate 
manual removal. 

Claims 40, 41 , 50 and 51 - the combination as set forth teaches a doll including 
a removable face as claimed but uses a snap fit securing means, elements -12-, -13-, - 
25- and -26- of Park et al but does not teach hook and loop or ball and socket fastening 
components. The examiner is taking official notice that hooked and loop and ball and 
socket connectors are old and well known in the arts. In the absence of showing any 
criticality the selection of any fastening component from known fastening components 
would be a matter of ordinary engineering design choice and of no patentable 
significance. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to select the claimed connectors as an ordinary design 
choice from a plurality of known equivalent elements 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
More(2002/01 07431) and Park et al (6,758,717) as applied above and further in view of 
RealDolls. More and Park et al teach a device as claimed but does not set forth an 
attachment means for the wigs. RealDolls sets forth the use of Velcro to keep the wigs 
in place, page 6/10 in the FAQ section. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention vyas made to include Velcro attachment for wigs 
on the device of More and Park et al to provide secure wig attachment means as taught 
by Realdolls to eliminate the possibility of the wig falling off during use. 
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Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
More(2002/01 07431) Park et al (6758,717) as applied above in view of Shubin, Sr 
(5,466,235). More and Park et al teach a device as claimed but uses 
elastomers/copolymers for the flesh and skin, Shubin teaches the use of polyurethane 
and silicone for the flesh and skin. The density of the material changes to correspond to 
the density of natural tissue. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to use polyurethane and silicone as taught by 
Shubin in place of the elastomer and gel taught by More and Park et al as a substitution 
of functionally equivalent materials. 

Claims 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
More and Park et al (6,758,717) as applied above and further in view of Mirahem 
(4,805,328). More and Park et al teach a device as claimed but does not teach motors 
for moving the jaw. Mirahem teaches the concept of moving the mouth responsive to 
an audio signal. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the device of More and Park et al with motorized 
means as conceptualized by Mirahan to provide a more realistic speaking version of the 
doll provided by More. 

Claims 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over More 
and Park et al (6,758,717) as applied above and further in view of Kruskamp 
(6,612,045). The combination as previously set forth teaches a doll and face as claimed 
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but uses molded plastic not silicone as the material to form the face. It is the examiner's 
position that silicone and plastic are well known equivalent materials used in molded 
products, as shown by Kruskamp, column 4 lines 48-49. In the absence of showing any 
criticality the selection of any material from known molding materials would be a matter 
of ordinary engineering design choice and of no patentable significance. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to select silicone as an ordinary design choice from a plurality of known molding 
materials. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 25 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Samuel G. Gilbert whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4725. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 6:30-4:00. 



} 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Max Hindenberg can be reached on 571-272-4726. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Samuel G. Gilbert 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3736 
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